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A8 o A7 {2 78 /K B 1 (Sir Richard W. Blun-
dell) , J& 95 [§] 25 44 1) 55 2 28 UF 2% G M i i & % 2
% BT 3¢ B8 HOKR % % Bt (UCL) BUIR & 55 2 #
$,2006 Bz T Ko |6 i 75 (CBE)

AAE IR 1952 48 4F 4 [ 5 g 1 ) 48 (Shore-
ham-by-Sea) , 1973 43R4 B B 46 K 2= & 05 = Al 40
g e 1975 4RI BUR 2 3 7 Be i it &
Trop N R At 2 . 1975 — 1984 AR AL 3% [
SR R A A TR U 1984 AE AR SR
SRR BT B L B A K (2003
] e Y A K2 (201 1) (IR JER 28 T 2 B (2011) 58 2%
T 5 0 A REAS L2 (1980) LR A8 HL T2
B (1993) i K 24 1 8 ) o 42 (2000) % 8 42 .
HAECAN ST H®IEI A CJowrnal of Human Re-
sources) \ { & TF WF 95 7 18 ) (Review of Economic
Studies) B E 4, (T &= L 5 % F)) (Econometrica) |
CNTEZ B2 W) (Journal o f Public Economics)
MGHEZ 53T (Journal of Econometrics) 4
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H

A7 AR T8 IR W FEAR 22 35 44 11 [ s 4 4L 22 R A {4
FEHR L A8 R 2 B KT - 25 5% B BUIR 40 2%
PRI B8, 05 [ W0 B 92 T AT AR IZ T & 55 5
FEEF5E 25 514 (ESRC) 28 36 B3 oWl 20 A b0 £
. AfEFERT 1996 4 243k 9 = R 2 B B+ . 2001
R 2 E LT A S (AEA) SMNEZRE & 61,
2002 4FH R 22 H 2R 5B = BE (AAAS) S EEBE -
2003 4F B e EAR B R B2 s 4 5 21, 2004 AR
TERRIN 28 P52 BE A 22 (EEA) £ K-, 2006 4E AT 3 i
g raak, 2010 FEGHEFEFE 2K,
2011 —2013 4FE B R G F oK,

Y FAE 28 U 2 I 5T I 28 Tk A 42 R
PR 1995 A TRFE SROUL T i 48 TF 24 M 55 3h
B2 A R SO DL KT 28 5 AT S W 5 A S50 T $R
PE AR AR A5 RO 28 05 2 B 43 PO AF — BE A& 1 4%
FE¥ (Yrjo Jahnsson Award) , iZ ¥ E 344 45 %
DL e BRI 2 04 K . I 1998 4 & R IR
FHBEMC 5 Ak 5355 3l 0 ik 45 1 B B ) — 3¢, F 2000
ERBTHRSTF2EWE - EHHE SR T
(Frisch Medal) , % % T (1) 3 X 2 02 o % L4 N
FE2F s BT G U 24 1)) & 3R 28 50 5k 0, H 28

» HER GEY . BHMEZRXFMAAFE, RBHD. 611130, & F ¥4 ; chenjiandongl1967 @ 163. com, £ 4B . B R
BRAFASEEN R (71473203) B RAM AL F E T LM A (15AJY005), P = S A KA L 4544 AR B % =M

(15CX120502), BB L FRAMZELE.LFHE A,
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I T5 1 3C s P 28 0% 2% 30 T B 9 1 B e
PELS G 2008 AFARAF (8] 5 2% 22 T o B il & 1 ik — Ak
7 » fii F ¥ (Jean-Jacques Laffont Prize) ; i T-7F 57
B2 T 2 U 98 Hh A AR . T 2012 4FE SR AR AR
55 S W 5% T 55 sh 4 37 % 2 (1ZA Prize in Labor Eco-
nomics) ; P& 75 28 56 T 26 5 7 3 A9 B1 I » 2014 4F
AN 247 ZE A o A2 B R T+ < 48 (David Card)
AT BBVA FG 2 4 0F &Rl 5 8 1A
TR T4 5 [A] 4F A 48 18 R B 42 7 96 B R 900 o B
1. 2015 AEHE AR B A B E B A FPE L AR
BE L5 2A 40 i “ 5] S0 57 (Citation Laureates in
Economics) Z—,

H 1980 ALK . MR E/RE kR T 9 MEE,
FAEGHR AT =T (CEE 2 TR ) (AER) (L
WAV EIT) (JPE) (&5 221 1)) (ET) %5 [ b
T2 AR A b AL & R 29 150 R 2 M)z i 3C.
M E R ELAE T T s B R I At
G E UL RO AT R F S i 2 IR
RS T U RETTF 0 R . A 30K S BE 55 3))
LS (I B A5 5 1 R A AR 7 R A ISR R AT A
HAH,

“XNEHAMERREAFTEIFR

TEAL G800 V4 J7 28 5% °% 20 A vb o AT o] 5% I
1) PR SR 2 — I AN N B AT O, 57 8l g it
RS RTINS T D ER NG G N R N
95 2y 3 Bt 25 e e T A A AE WA IR BB 22 1] Y
W . B 22 5% 5 ZAT DLV W O AR 4 4 5 97
Bl kg it 2, H 2 BE A 09 SCHR OF R IR — A
TE 5 BE R BE T 1Y 97 3l 3 ik 25 P SR A AR AE S — 4> g
SEAS NI 55 3 2 SR A BRI . 5
Hb L TEHABZAF A AZ B OL T an ey 2 W00 H A 1 S5
B BUSR N 55 30 07 4k 45 (9 S e, — L DL OR & 55 3
SO R A I A AR R IR X 55 3 kg K
JiE TR SR 1Y) 43 BT LA R A WA AR ) BCSR BE X 9F Bl
25 5 B R R O bR A BF 5 S i — 25 58
A TR R BT

(—)FH A BREHKERKEE

A9 BR 28 55 2 5318 W R ([1923]1996) T 20
20 20 AEARHR Y T — > FRBE R G AL LA e
JR B G R R — R DA R E S L AT Y L T
AR TEAN N R Bl . Z4E T, DL 3E IR
(Becker,1965) 3 T2 U E B AR 1 T — A H A 52

M) 7 1) 5% Hof () i A AR, A 78 o fil o Al T 1A
E Vi FAGERY B i B RIS T SRR 55 8 i 3, 45
T AMA ST B 0 B BE 4 AT R T AR B T AR BT
Sie KA T 2 IOk 2 A e KA IX — 4518 . 55 3)
L B SR AT SE B T AR R B K E 1 L
A R AR B PSR R K E B R A TR
XA AR S A G, AR 3 TR 2
Ber B BT o 82 58k S LB FE Y O SOk SE LK
JE RO Y Fe R AL WE 7 1 19 52 & e SRS B A R Sy B
— AT Cunitary model) , ¥ 5 2 #0 hy — 4> [F] 5T
b B P S B I B A A PE — HLBR 8 1Y 5K BE RO
SRR ) BRI . G R T S E T 2 R 55 2 ) ik e
. A S 18 /R %5 (Blundell & MaCurdy, 1999) #§
Hh L TE B — PSR b, GEE (1 45 IR BRI (55 3
WA B AR 55 SO K6 BT DR SR 8 TR 24 T L SR BE Y
TH B PSRRI B o SR 0 7 I T3 20 ol AT, B
0 7 SR 2 8T e KA T G2 1l B3 Y de A 57 3l g Ak
4o X — I SO de KAL & B 75 B K
JiE AV S 53 % R RE 55 Bl Ak 4 i 19 (R e B b
% VF £ 3t PF (Chiappori, 1988 ; Beninger et al,
2007) , B — AU IR T AR Ah B A P A 9k R AR
1+ (L) BT A 5 & B D3RR b 2502 At 1Y 5 (2) BT A7 5 )i
DB D GF 0 20— B, SR, VF 2 058 Ok B A4S
Sk 5 S I AN A A (Chiappori, 1988) . A7 48 18 /R
WA R Z AR X —HEZE TR (19 SE R 5 I I o — 4k
BT, Ll 2 78 A AR R A b b 38 G E 0 AR R AT
(household production behavior), i & # 7F 2o —
PR v, G E J B 1 R R T 43 S L DRI R A
FBEA T Y 7 i AT AT 3 B34S 2L 0F HOAK
Az RN S A T DL e A AR A UK TG v X B —
RR BRI R B AT AR A . B AR,
i {6 8 /K 4 ( Blundell, Chiappori, Magnac &
Meghir,2007) #f — 2545 1 57 3h )y 245 5 — e ok
H5E Y TG o il o — L SR [) R i) S B BT (D W AR
4 (income pooling) H1 5 58 FE A7 2y J6 I 1 YL AR I
P AR 2 5 (2) 55 0 2 R 2 ) A 22 2 A A8 A
XF R 5 (3) ZKJE N W g Bl & R 22 A1 45 (H 2 L —
TR AR AN BE fff DR 3% A [) 7231
1E 2 T B — P SR AR A A JHE SR b (1 55 A
DL K A8 R ik B v B R & P e LA, Chiappori
(1988 ATHE 1 IHAY 73 Byl =, R e 4 th 1 2B iRtk o
A (collective modeD) . T 56, B Lz BIAIIA
R 5E AR 57 3 B 4 #1023 52 Wi SR 22 19 T A 1)
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[i] o B AR TR SRR A G 2% 1 1) 52 B i A s e 1) S o
DL R B R s S R g SR A v, R e I L IR
IR HIL A R T DAL A A i DR R AR AR AR R
S5 BLOR A BEUR G B LE ) B T AN [R) k51 =2 J) Y
WA ST, R Xt — IR R fn A
— R BE LR TR (S AR S S i) & TE TR L
Bt A (AR 55 3 I A ) I, Bk T35 R B RS A% TR SR AL
il s 3L 2D BRI AR ) . HU A AT B Y
WO R T AN NI T 24 TR 2% A 5 LA O Oy i A
A N Fe R AR 5t ) Al s AR L 0 97 3l g ik 25 e
o AT UL A ALK AN KO R G EE N R Y TR 4
B . X B RS TR M 3 AT S EE R Y TR OR
BT o [ Bt 5 90 S S 0 30, L E LA B T
JU7 IR FE I A BT AR X W NTE K 55 I ) 5 40 T
YEWFIE] B fszm . i T 6 2 g i b 3 ) D e o e
ZVAT R ER DL X R R Y A A
M )i ik Z — . A€ Chiappori (1988) 53 #r flE 22 f) J&
filt b A E R SFECEAR T S b 45« S Bt 5 A
% 5 ) (Blundell, Chiappori, Magnac &. Meghir,
2007) — 3¢, Xof JE T A R P SR AR 1) SR g 57 3l g it
HWMCT VR 2T . AATTH S E 57 3 ) 4 T A Al
G S B RN R ZER 2 5 TAE MG 0L % B AE N, Jk
T A EE ] WL BN 57 3l ) g e SRR A TS A i 4
G BE N TR 3 BCRLIN o B9 7R 1 4R AR ASE A 4 ]
VS — A~ SEIE T HL R B 5K B 938 04 43 1E  OFAE
— DS T HR A NI 5. IZHESEBE
B TN 5 A N A 345 2015 B0 U A A i 4
HY T 78 < 2 55 Sl Ak 25 I 8] 1 SR BIF 5T L A AR A
AR 00l 25 0] 8L 51 40, R 2 8 R 2 DL T AE
RZER 3BT R G0, e T I AR AS 1 43 A 23 35t T IR
RSN TAE R L] fE 43 M5 2, JF i i 5 2
W] 1) 485 R A7 AR 15 22, BT LA A7 A8 1 IR 45 Ry 3X — (1)
R T D 7 vk (D R R ZE A B A R
BB TAE; (2) R RFEH A Z — il % TAE
BN TAR” X — WS R B AT R . 3X P 7 TH
10 B8 B X 55 Bl it 45 1) i F R B T Ak
o838 VR T 43 T RPN 97 3 ik 45
7] R 3 — 2P R e . R AR A e SRR AL At A1)
B, L PR TR R 290 0. 30, X — 2518 5 Z i
b A5 B B0 B B 53 09 I 5 45 R AR R L UL
AR AL B AT B0 A 3E PR, D3 A T R B, K
JiE PN 55 R BT 2 T 55 R I TR A B H Al A
AbH Bk, B PR R T, 55 MR O O A
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81% . HLIH 2% FE 7 T W R H A A K1 73 %0, 4l
W A AR A8 IR A5 NN L 0] SR BE 1Y) 45 e B SO A AT REARS
SE AL RAT KRR Z 45, LRI T A O BUR 1)
il A HEEMEER X,

Sk TS AN B S B A A ORI BEOR S AT A
TR LA G EEAT A 1 4R (AR 3 Sy LAt 0T AH DG AIF 5 484
TiH—FwmE, UE R 7F A 2% (public con-
sumption) P FFLE , AL 5 75 73 2502 R BE N B AL
J153 BE 1 AH 5C B3R e HL 7 AR B AR A AR . Fuchs
(1988) 4t ok BE 2% (1 24 RAR R B2 B2 A A dl A1)
FAC R JE s K BRI % . S OL T BRI AL
RO T B LA BESEAU i 3 n2 S 20y £
T £, A 48 7 /K % (Blundell, Chiappori &-
Meghir,2005) 7 £ (& A5 21 vt 43 #r 17 3% b Jr ik i B
ISR BT R WY Y B 7E 3 B R S A A s X T
b FA A 2% 185 T iy B0 AR B v T At B B e i R
FEALTE (Pareto weight) (IR ALA F) T 10 5 #2054 3k
R AR SN R BESE X T LB Y S AT
BRI T ALK A H T A 0 e A7 B s i iy
AT B XS T AR 0 B EE AR TR SR A, A AT AR
Pt Xy L 23 Fh Wy it S I AR R R8OCR 23 A A 4
W B R ) A A o ST AR X SR i bR S A
BRI BOE R o XG5 T BUR R FA A
Wy ity S RIS I 5 SR 43 DT A A R H TR B
R HI AT UL A7 AR T RO AR R ) e S )
A ) 280 R RIS 5 T #3520 A TE S R AR T R 2
T 340 J2 7E R0 2 T AR 0 I 2 i i s 4 it T 2% .

1t 56T 95 3 I 4 i 2y BT ER S W AS Y L AR T
95 S AL SR FAE W 2 T 1 N FR S BIF 5T B 30 25 3 Hr
AR, BIE 95 3 ) 45 1) S SRR, SE PR bk 2
JECT I R] R R 97 Bl g it 2h PR e ST 7R B 4 Y 5
JIHE AR R B b B R I T A AR A i
JESBIAT g 451 G A 4 0% 1% 728 Ak ok 1) T B AR Al
A FUA T A R R A e m DABRA o R S — PSR AR
TR R R Pl A5 1 T A 2 i JRL I AE 228 2% 0%, 24
S A B 57 3l 7 B 45 P 3 0 20 [R) s 25 B B R ok T g Y
A, 57 S TR AT 9 B o BTl B T 3 S R A
fiE o m T2 0 e O rh A A 2 R R IR 3 BT 5
i) PR st 22 390 5 2 3 A 25 38 3 LA PR 2D SR 1
29 BT A A T I R R A i PR MR RS T A AR
55 20 1 45 5] 30 5 SRS IOV R AL SR I T 2 5 T
e AN 5 2 AR ST B 55 3l g Ak 2 ) . (B 7 30 S
TEBLT T 9 3w T I S i E PR BE T Y 95 8l ) it



(2533502016 F% 3 B

U, AifE1E /K4 (Blundell & Walker,1986) #§
AR 2 E B R AT ST A5 e A5 D R S T S0 A I P
#f- (within period preferences) F A ¥ £ & & i R
B3 5 R 0 SEIE T AR OGN 2 5 A e A
BB ARG, I ABNTY T — A5 R
WP — BN R EE 97 3 1 s AR JF Hosobs T 5K
TIEASE AU AR o 30 P O - b %) — o o SRR A L R T
FJiE ¥ H 8 2 (Family Expenditure Survey, FES)
o B B I [ OSSR IR AR A T T I8 M A L A )
P 57 2 T2 i RO B R AR A . S5 R R AR
[F] S5 17 0 T 2k T AR B ) X T 300 B T B A AR
T O L 5P O R

205 AT O 1 7 12 %0 55 8l g 4k 25 [ it
HEAT TIRARIWTSE 31X Ho b b S & Rl AR 2 1 B0 29
W 95 Bl O ft 45 O B AN IR O . A A8 1 R S
(Blundell & Walker, 1986) 4§ H! T £k 1 & 4t i &
TR — I S R G AR P BRI N A&
T AR B Z A A AH ELAE T DR AR DG I Ze PRI A T 7R
R AT RERC B IE 2 . A A) e LA sE rp S it 1T 05 —
ot 2 5 5 & (Heckman) [ 7€ 2L A — % 8 (A-
constant) J5 ¥& Al i T B, e Ah s I AN TR 1 E
FAF T RS- WL T — LE I AR &, X 35
WFIE I — R B AU AT 5 A B TAR
FIF 15 50 4f U 35 X ot S HR AR R AW AR S IR A AT
LI 9 37 B 24 T H — A T 0L 4 9l A (Tull-
income) A% . TE S PR O 3K AN B, AR T2
i SEUEAS ALLE I P e 4 B — Se EE 22 BR . 534,
Az i FE SIS v A 1 B AT 3 RHT eR BT A A
ROH B RACAT g 3 3 K 4 55 2 ) b 48 5 e 40 T %8 48
2 A AE IE A G &R, B AR R R H A R
(Blundell, Meghir & Neves, 1993; Blundell, 1994;
Blundell & MaCurdy, 199D 7E#E4T T — £ 51 1 S2UEHF
FEIFINA 5 R AR A8 A T AR /N HLAS B
FLE AT RN, XU R L T
A= i JEL A v 95 Bl A 4 0 T Y BN B 5 N
6 MR ORFE T B8N AL L 5 SR 77 T A 722t 23 52 W) 57
SIS . X R A I 0 OR i B A A S 0
(055 3l g it 2 52 uF R A b iy 97 3 ) it g5 B =
TR

(DB BRI EN T AHENF I

FENATE R REMNE 0Tz Kb 46 7E
B 2 P 155 5L T o a0 o] 0 b DA 1B SR 5 R B AL A
e RV ECR X 95 8 S 2 95 . AT AR TR R A K

ST BOR XS 95 8l g ik 25 i i ok 1) 52 L R 1 20 B
P A R 1 23 BT 5 R A A Y 2 1 A A AR R
) BUR S W )

IR & & o PR A B
MBFFERS G B, 57 3 I3 45 09 J 0 58 0 R 02 1
. ARASTEIR BRI 5 A 3 AL v e X A Bk R R
55 8l 3 BE A 0 43 A SR PR R AT R A T 2
FREE PGS I BXF 97 s i g 45 A 4 R
B2 . AR 818K % (Blundell, Duncan & Meghir,
1992) 38 32 % 9 [ 13 L AR HEAT 20 7 J5 KR » B 1 0
23K AS A A SR A I 1] A3 C 3R R o N 1
A/NEFE] 60 N/NEFRGE . BRI AR T S
i A 7 722 b 19 228 5 R 100 R 8 22 A 1l T o L AR
] o D o 3 AN FE A A T I AR 2 A AR e ME T 2 3
JIT LA X R A 55 2l g 4t 45 728 Ak 1 HE B S BT = AH G
38 N WP

Ho L NHE B 95 3 Ty 25 PO — S X T
BF AR S A 7 Al W R SN LG B S v T Y 42
e BE 8 38 2k B AU A A N 57 3 g Ak 4 1 BN A 4
Fro PRI B Rk R 2 XF 57 2 7 W s ) S A Y
M, & [E7E 20 22 80 AFRAR K & 1y Bl Wil BE O
A A6 78 IR W5 57 3 3 44t 45 X Bl 05 o) A 1 2
AL T E R AR T 2 55 3h 1 45 R Y
KT AR A IR 45 K 32 1 ORI B e i A 5357 3h
45 (% 52 % ) (Blundell, Duncan &. Meghir,1998) —
SR 55 Bl 9 AR 4 X T IR AR Ak O B A ST AR T
BIVER TTER . I SCHRAE T — AN Y BB AE 2R L O HE
AT 7 ™V SEUE 43 A7 K 58 35 AH DG BRIE , (2 BE %
FHEI SR h 2 . o IE S PR Ry i S E A B A
SEBR N HIBE AT AETEIR T 2000 4F RIS 8 4 9% 2
2y 35 A ¥ 25 (Frisch Medal) . iZ3C E8 571
255 ) IR X T TR B AR 57 Sl A X 2k Ap A AR
W . MY T % 25 ¥ (difference of differ-
ences estimator) , Jf LIt 53 87 55 3 ) 45 #4928 1k LA &
e [ ol IS A4 R AN 8 252 1 ) 52 T [R) B BE EROAS [)AF i
FERFIAS [F] 52 208 BEAR B S 158 oAb il A K 55 3))
s PR A 9 AR o 3% S S A S R AN A Z A HE T B
55 31y 77 45K AR AR 1) 5 el LA B S ] A WA ) B8 A i 2 1Y
LG 2% . SCE AT B Ok A TR 1978
—1992 4E (8] FES 4 8 52 # i £, FES £ 42 44t
A ORTLHE AR 1] L 2% F0 5K BE 40 B i 3 4015 B
BN SR THT B ESCHE o E A AR B I T Y TROWLAE
b FH A RS 56 U A T A3 4 B AR D B AR . AL
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(5 WA RS R I HAUE R R M 2R 3
M SR AR F /N I RS 1% 1 1 ot b
TRy HAB A SRPEER Sy % . SCEEHE 32 2R B
BN ZORE AT SR O T S e 25 TR Y R ORI R AR
S 8 B HON T4 A1 B S e R N ALY . A AR T
IREEAE (7 S Bk B AT B 9 2254 ) (Blundell &
McCurry,1999) —3C /1, L 20 48 80 44X 2% FH A~
N TR AE S H R 9256 04 O F) I A% 22 64
AR ST B R A g T R L R T A ST B Ao
WU X 55 8l T3 B4 S ROR

A A TE R I X S5 # V55 3 1 BE BB R AT T 4R
J& A6 8 8 R %5 (Blundell & Shephard, 2012) X}
Mirrlees(1971) # H 1B 2 % (tax rate schedule) it
BB HEAT TH e S5 R R, 55 3 Ik 45 1y I 1 5
B TR AER A OE . TR 4% 74T B 4F 8 M A 2
o i ARV TR B AR R AR L 45 R B B IR B X A 2
i L BRI A ZRE JE W B B X BB Y 45 RN T
B OB SR (AR AL BT A BB S ME

2. A B FE oy AL G Ha., AR
Xf 95 2l J3 Ak 25 P R AL A AR R e . B [ A A2
Gz I 5 T G 7N [ IR A S N 1 e~ -
e 5 TALBUN B EAE DR BEE S T Ll Jy il
(9 BLR H b AR BN Ry 2 e i 19 AR ADE 2 G st
S5 il 9l o 9 BB SR A il R O BT B (Wood , 1998) .
AHOC U T 28 1Y — A B A AR o3 = R 1) A R R
i 7 4 B AU B 55 2l g i gt Rl B 2ROl A 4 B
B ” (the New Deal for the Unemployed Youth) ,i%
THRIEEXHAR IR TR 18~24 % Z [ (1 BT A 2Rl JF 25K
TAEMAER N . fi /& 7% /K 25 (Bell, Blundell & Re-
enen, 1999) X3 Wi A5 £ %5 1 14 57 3 1 1 3 1 Rl i
17 VPAR S BIFFE B 33 I 805K 1 4R I oK 38 21 i
SE I AATT T A 7 00 i B THVE R 4 B BUOR A
RO » 45 2R R W L SO X T A 77 0 B 5 e O R
WIS . AT s 2 80 55 Bl g i 3 0t il Y )
BT K457 3 S g W sh A 07 1, JUH 2 i il
97 B 00 28 5 R s Ik A i A 0, R AR
AN s 50 Ml R i e 2R oMl A Y L BB UK T 2 AR A uE
(o FECARALATTR T7 3X ISR A DT O 125 O AT
IF HAE— Sy Fid A 155 56 3% (2 AT i oF 52
JREERIR R BEE T kAl .

AR U BUR 5 5 AT CAE R 2 5L IR 4
0 ST TR O DU 2 PRI AR A 3 3 Y el e ) Jy vk . 7R L
S EOR b T 9 [ A TE AR A (in-work bene-
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fi) 25K BE AN (FC) , H B 1y 02 %A % 1 I A
HRESRAL I GRS R K B — A5 T
PEZ D 16 /NI AR N . 1998 4 3 L T4 BUR
A TAER BB HE S (WETCO) BUR T 52 2 #MI .
Tt WSO s AN ] 7 R 1) 3 46 A S B 2 B A
JEE R B 4 DA 2 AT ARG oK B B AT DL
A N BB 7T DUAE — A N Bl 53 4T
FEJS 0 B i 185 At i Wie A, Al 48 18 /R (Blundell,
2000) #4 WETC 5 FC BLSR #E4T 7 L. KA
WETC L FC gt : (DX 11 2 LUF iYL #E
AN R JR] 12, 35 WEHG AN E 14. 85 W% 5 (2) 4R 45 b
Ut 1) % A 4 DA R 2 B WAL S5 i N B R 79 % 4 v )
90 185 ; (3) 7R A 70 Y0 1 JL T8 BRI LA AT — AT 1Y
K GE R B Z2 0l 3545 100 % (1% L 25 18 o0k 0, A7 7R
A 2 %1 0 R g B R i 22 ) R4S 150 1% (H
FC A ix LN %5,

HT T G BE A T BE AR 1992 4R R 1995 48 53 i) itk
A7 3 T R B AR R R B WA B I BEAE 1999 4F
7T — Wk #, i /£ £ /R 48 (Blundell, Brewer &
Francesconi,2008) fiff 5¢ T 3X = WK MU X T 55 3l )
BEZE 520 o AT P T BB SR T Y B B R 5 1Y
55 2l B 25 % T3 = I R A S DA e = I B X T
NN TAERM R sZm . BF5E 23,1992 4E 1 1995
AERY FC B X T 50 B BE S 09 TR B9 8] 52 ma R K,
B 1999 4£ /Y WETC B0 17 i) T A i ] ) A 4R
W 0 (%) R S e B B B 0 0 TAE I (R T 35
A X U] WETC Bt 350k A — & 19 B &%
N . S HE R % (Blundell &. Hoynes,2001) 7E X} &
I AR BLAE 64T B 5 5 TA A s AREE B A P e A 4D
5 (Means-tested benefits) Bl 55 T WA WETC [
HEE L P AR AR NS5 T WETC 893l ¥ il
RO o AEL AT [ B A 7K DA S 00 X AR o AT 8 Al
1507 T AR W A SRR RO .

= 3HH B R R

55 8l J1 4 B R W SR 22 75 1 T 2R R
Wi 55 5y ) B4 B9 B BN R . IR I A A8 T R A T 2%
IFFE A A T R RS g o AR SCOHs HEXH I 2% 1)
AT 32 M AT S T O S0 - 9 2% o SRR Y 4 BF 5
HIHBRAFERPTE . SR EIFAZICLH . E
MZ B4 HNER IR .

(=) EEFREIWHFR

it SR BEIE I 56 T 2% 3 94T o8 D 4 R B 5T 3 )
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s AR5 SR T T 2 7 SRR R ) S A 50 B AT S R
oA A o B 1Y Bl A B0 oR L B ml B ) 3
Working(1943) 2 1} 19 Working % %, £t i Stone
(1954) , Liueh &. Williams (1975) | Deaton &. Muell-
bauer(1980) 25 ¥ +4F 1 Uitk F & Ji i SRR A S I 48
BT MRS (LES P BML W &%
(ELES) L Bl F- 58 R B9t >R R 42 (AIDS) GBI AR 4%
2013) . /R %% (Banks, Blundell &. Lewbel,1997)
IR — A WA B R I ATDS B R T3
JEL SR T 0GR P 58 56 9 5 0K £ 48 (Quadratic Al-
most Ideal Demand System, QUAIDS), fth{iTiA & XF
VFZ R 5 » Z B0 48 0 75 SRR R AE 46 (1t 0L 42
NS WATERAT A EF R R, FE DT
WS B I 2 AT Ry A5 2 DE JC (9 75 SRR, 32 7Y
B B A — B0, g A VR AT AR A A3 A . [ I
HI TR 22 B9 B S H 00 801 Bl S 5 AR et
AR b T B D AR AT DA R R T
PRI Al AT 42t 0k 52 T A RS Y )T SO XS B (Price-
Independent Generalized Logarithmic, PIGLOG) {4
bt SR R B Rk . S I 2 TR AR B R4 B
KAk, QUAIDS #5845 BEAF 5 IS 55 U A
PR = A2 25 in a1 BIR ) 22 R 25 78 AT T 5 48
XA [) S ) A S R R A A A TR S Y 5 SRR
PR WY FT A B A+ R0 A EB 3 L — A TE /Y 4K
IRF o 7 SRR DR A AN S 5 X FR PR DR UE T M2 A o5 5K i £&
XA T 5 2 TR . QUAIDS #5838 v LA fin A
— BB RN O GE T 24 FRAE 1) A8 &, b A 5% 62 T A 1Y
DXl P 2 R K SE N R | 5 J2E i Ak
NS S W NIR RS g e oL S R THb 9 | Bl e
FELAT DA Gt 355 B TR AT B A N 45 A 1Y 7% gl 2 el
B 5 I 1) 79 B DA T 52 1 91 2% 5 75 SR Y

QUAIDS # #  X%f AIDS #5574 (g § Ji& . AIDS
RIS 25055 4 ( Translog) 55 8145 1R 2 4 [F] 2 4k
0 32 07 A5 SRS IR il 2 AE L S H B B 2R
PERY BEATER G L SR . QUAIDS KRR X T
ATDS B 55 Xof B #4508 1 00 A 02 15 1Y 52 2 1Y
TR ST i (quadratic logarithm) 37 H 3 %0 &2 46, Bl
BERY SRR S 3 405 5 5 2 TR A 2 i R R v G
F M2 B RN B A P 0 R 2 AR
I (quadratic nonlinear model) ¥ JE =, 1% 15 % e [
WA B I AR LR . 55 b A SR VE R
TE— € WA TKE T B A% i TR 5 — R A K
TR A I T . AT BE 8% B4 b X 3 3 AR R

W d s VR 2 SRS BT R L X INAF A & U LA
QUAIDS R A 5t - 5 i i 3t £ 52 19 78 28 1% 0E
S TR T B S 0 A R 2R S Z AR Y
BN — 4 G 28 o R HE HLAT 42 A% IR o 5T B
A O ZE B o A AT T o B AL A
L ONCIDNIRE ST (1 P N e . KRR
W e ATDS 88 B AT 51K (4 °F- 3 ¥ (smoothing) .

TEFE T QUAIDS BLALJS . A3 fE /R 0 T 7/ 5K &
GeiEAT T HEMIR AW AT, T AR BRSO
193 %51 Fiti 45 2 J2E B D3 9 4 18 DA K S B L B8 1) 50 5 N
FGE TR AE A2 B 0 A2 A T AZ Al . BRI A A 1 K S
(Blundell &. Stocker,2005) #§ i}, % X 2 % B2 S i
P (Heterogeneity) i 45 24 4b 2 75 3K R 48 53 7 19
Bty o i T IROWE T AN N5 BPE A TE T 9
SR o A T 2 B i AT A AT A — A
T ICH S B T R I R BR A A O 4 S R R
AL i 8 S 24 55 SR FIF- B L B A5 2P A
I Es g HE bR . 5 ZAH G o — Rl » F AT e] 5
T IS BB YAk 5 A R A s IS R BORT BB AEAE 1Y
TR 22 . A A8 8 R 45 A8 5 5 PR A ) (Blundell
&. Stocker,2005) — 3¢ H Xt b A o) 85 AT T M 5
PR IS S O RN S TR Y R M O S TR
RE DGR FE LR . AT P8 5 A 3 R s 22 i o 48
A A HE R 22 WA B TR BB O )

PL R B9 QUAIDS #8581 B A F 26 1 A%
IR £k oR BCRRAE S )X T AR IR T 2R 06 & (Engel
curve relationship) il V6 . Ltk sk FH A &tk =
HORE R ) 5 1R BOE 23 3 B R AR — U S 5
TH Hr G BT AR AR 5 2 AN AT SR Y (Banks,
Blundell & Lewbel, 1997). #i{£ % /K % (Blundell
& Robin, 1999) I\ N LRtk TR R G My B R &
LM i & AIDS KR, QUAIDS i &Y iE 2
Translog BAY, X LR L T ok R G H A SR &
PEFFAE , AT LA T 3% AR 2 1 e /s — F Al 117 (Ttera-
ted Linear Least Squares Estimator, ILLSE) i f7
flivt AT R B 73l T 00 W 1 E S L T O 7
PLR H 5 = B Bo Ak et dw /) — 3 il i1 & (3SNLS)
B S A PE , TTISIE T ILLSE i &2 F
LT RRGENGE L. NEREIRE . 2tk
SRR BE R AT R BB A B E BB R AE 28 X
WE5E B 2 B0A B BT B e 14 99 9% & 1 22 S 1k T G
1278 5% Je 3 X 3 H 0 Y 320 B B el B A S AR AR
M 28 Ak BB 3, A 48 1% /K %5 (Blundell & Duncan,
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1998) xF AR IR M & OC R AT TAES A0 . AT
& thAE S B A S A it T — A A IR AR
PERL A, Ao Bdls A 45 18 359 {5 ¢ & (conditional
mean relationship) i “ J #8” (locaD) FE AR . M A1 i8
WF5E T #7712 (kernel methods) A Sy — Ff = 2 $i 6t
A3 BT I8 2% AT Ry B AR SR GO 28 0% 27 LA K A IR
T 2R N S, X EE B S X AR S HAb T
AT A R 2R LA KO T 2 AT J iR it 3 A 1A o
(1) BT RR

FXFTF AR 2 80k, 2 S $0: (semiparametric
method) HAT H O W HFF . BXT SR ALA —E 1
SEI R AR IRl b 0 2 S BSR4 T TE
e SRR FEHE S B0 A1 L, BB 98 ik T8 — 287 20 1 (i
WA R A S BOE AR LG A B R @tk . il
8 /% %% (Blundell, Duncan &. Pendakur, 1998) F 2}
ZHOTEWITE 16 28 & e i BB AR (shape)  fl 75 76
ANT7 I EARE TR T AE . B B BN DA
2 ZRE E (semiparametric specification) 534S %,
B IR R 588 — A T — e Tz s i &
BB e 1 AR ZR M AR R 2f 2 80 B AR X RE
2 R R 420G 2R R RE S T ATDS X 4l 45
(Translog) TR B AY , & 4 4t T — A7 HI A It A ik
(parametric null hypothesis) /E 3 2 5% 0 & 10,
H T WFSE A S O AR 2 oK SEE S A b Y Rl AT
PE AT FES 48411 7 B Rt e ¢ & . 1
FRER N7 T & 1R - RAMEAE S, S AR [R] N A
B 5 JiE £ (household pooling) Al 2 £ B4 /K il £&
AL T AR . FIEUER X T — R S8R
FEIR ML 2 SRR R — DRI T vk

FIHhAETH R R G A A R A B e R R
(Life Cycle, LC) Xk T3 {130 f# 3 42 4 10 25 W0 75 o
WAHERELMIEN. A0SR ELECH 2% # 7 K
02 i JE 9 v 5 g2 3 43 i ) (Blundell, Martin &
Costas,1994) —3CHr, iz F GO B 38 1 5t 5 22 i 4F
SRV K% S 0 e I 3 P9 R A i ] 300 v o Y 4
Bi. MATTZRGEH AT T N E 2R AE A 57 3l ) 7 3548
OO BT DR B85 ) K 2 3 ST AE T ¥R O T IR —
AT BEANH A R B, N H 2R AE 5T Bl ) T AR
N BAAT O A B 3 (E AR BN S

(D) EEARAFEFENHAR

AR — B AT R RTENER . &5
ANV A5 A AR Z AN 6] 0 5 AR L 97 S &8 0% 2 50
TR/ T8 s A A4, AR T K
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T T ) SO RO B 0 AN - 55 ROBE & 2 R
HE T 0 A (Blundell, 2014) , R 42234
TR Z & T XA PS5 1) 0 A L Z T T 9%
AN 25 ) RRTE F 25 W) — B4 28 0% 27 AT i 220 L 9K
A -2 HOE 2 35 AR 2 RIE A — 14>
D5 TS I BN R 2 B AN S R BB A8 5 —
AT . O S B R0 B R JE A 4 R A
W ABESE CPTHD AR fiiy Ji] 0 BEAE A28 (LO) Z )i+ A
AT B R B G 3 T 6 T 3R B 4 B . PTH it A
a3 R B FIRE A TS [R] 28 A B i A o
i (Income shocks) By 1) 87 B A FLAE A 0 A
) JERN . T 2 U AR A5 AR B R A Y AR
b s T LAAHEE T WA P45 3 2 A1 25 T e B4 N
4 T 1 A T AR ) KT 19 28 S L 3K L TE G2 AR o
FRe I 5 AU 11T B AN S A T
FARAXLTHBAFHFHRIMIRERZ BB
e R A EC N R N B BN EIP S RSP i)
75 /R 2% (Blundell & Preston, 1998) #| ] FES i}
FE T 1968 — 1992 45 [0 4 [7] 5 K& 11 2 A F 55 FNICA
AFAE AR 25 R T, 20 4D 20,30,40.,50
ARARIK U AN HS 2R 20 BT 8 R 1A RIS - S5 R
W7 EFEH 20 22 80 AR E L X P AR
S E AN =E 0 o R R S R e NP N O
RS TN AEA DX T oA 0 AR T A
DA bR ST Yz b o (1 R /N7 N B i I (1K (N B2
T 0T AR VR R AR AR B T B 7 A5 B I ] A K
JE i 7 LA AE R0 SR < A B o R L 3T % O A B
AN FEAAR AL T 25 A B A i JE 391 B B, AN (] s 3 1 )
KA 22 5 L TH G S [R) A 2 R A R T
PRV A e & 32 B P iR i N AR IS 25 40 1)
TH AR BE T b o0 A IE AR A 22 5% . D)
— H A BARXT T % RIS A S S S5 Y B[] 3
AT T R AR B = BEIE LAl . I, S5 AR
BN FEH NI AE PIH-LC HEZR P95 57 1 %%
A2 H WA - 45 22 5 5 T AL AL AR B A
Deaton & Paxson(1994) % 3 A Wt AR U8 i 47
TR B SRS S 53 i A A 2 4 TR RO
G OISR CIE GV W 24 X A D O B 7 N )
SER 2 IZH AT 2% 5 SN AT S5 I A 07 1) 15 T 48
fne AATICH A v AR B BT WA S L 45 R
B R WA wh i 25 3 2 PTH-LC AL 3 5% B 1)
FITH PR A4 . A 48 18 /K %5 (Blundell , Pistaferri &
Preston,2008) 7E It B filh b #4858 T Wi A oo X3 2%



(2533502016 F% 3 B

ANV S5 1 T BRFR BE DA S R 1 3 HLRD L A T A
i F 2 I ) B 8 Al 2 20 22 80 4R AR SE [ VA 28 A
- S5 BN BE AR T A AN S A 8 R B ) R 5 [
B B 5 A8 AN B G B 55 Bl 7 Ak 4 45 X U 2N
G E TR, B4 31X 8 R R 2 QA 5
THRAFAER Ve 7 A8 15 /R 518 J7 SE0F 58 v (Blun-
dell, Horowitz &. Parey, 2012)3%& 1 , 5 it il 18 K it
fitt & A5 DY T A5 DY L 5 E 57 3l g 45 i el | 1)
BN A A AL 2 PR FE 2 BT S Ak s E
DA 22 L W3 BUR & A5 0 O B L DA 2835 DL 3R 15 356
Bl 25 O B ML B AR T W50 A i 3l X6 3 2 S s i
{45 52 2 T 2 30 R B0 L B 1B 3 T i

T A% A PTH 45 HY L Ja BT 2l 30 2R 3300 2]
(R oA 22 ORI 1) 8 WSO et i s s iz 3 P
HARDEIy 2248 F 2 A5 B g, 300
QAN L il IS A S E/ N = N G I (I
Deaton & Paxson(1994) i ff 58 B HE At 145 55 A
It R I o A8 T IX 4. AT AR R 45 (Blundell
&. Preston,1998) $8 i, i A= 241 20 P9 e A F1 3 2% (1
T3 22 55 Wy 75 2 14 8 72 R A% YU 27 I T K AP 1 Ah
Sl R N AN R C R AR R I N €
JH BB I 2 B AT AR TIH A5, T
T AN 285 e AR A Y 18] I 2 Bl WA A AN - 552 8 184 o i
S, PRI AT DR o ML 3 TE 22 LU PR T
10 U s P R (WS R B G E /Nl v | T U P N
X3 AN RE 43 B S WO o s 4 8 P 8 A O B TR
DL Bl 3O A AT BEHE AR PS5 1 R RE R
WU Zr AL A 5835 . T 20 42 80 4R AR SE [k
AZFEARWY K, 1748 12 /K 45 (Blundell & Pistafer-
ri,2003) 73 A1 T 36 13X — i SRR R B O R i
Wi o 22 i LA L 56 ) die R AR £ 0 B ) B —— & 0
il B2 A BIF S8R G2 5 2 TR A A% ) BE AT AR S — b AR i
AFBEEWOA vhti i R AL . 7R A5 A IR A
FEM AU ATRE AR A R W AT TS L 45 2R R . R
SRAZ M BT WO il X T R o WO BRE ) A
(food-smoothing) {4 2% 1% A 5 Wil , {H 72 75 L it A+
A B AT S R A vhs AR R U . R
AT & S B IR Fean & 2R i 9 AN BEHE
B A A WO il XA O SR JE 852 )

PrifEry PTH R B T 47 %), SR 25 R £ W 1K
WHFEABATRER Y — L — W85, —szdk
FE WA s 23 A ORI oy (28 2o D) B AL - 9 05 Y
hi )RR LR B oy R 208 B L 3 09 o) (4R

L145,2013), A & /K 4 (Blundell, Pistaferri &
Preston,2008) W\ Ay s SR VFISCA i (9 45 22 78 2y & 1
A it J& 15 22 ad 1 PR B L P 3 B9 SC B . i)
KB 20 A2 80 A AR A 31 3 [ 9 9 28 A 745 S ik
A5 ] e s AR S 2R A0 TR 22, R
AT 3 T W v A A | 52 ek v 5 0 A B AF
HER I AT 5T 22 00 OR B R0 5 155 A o i B9 BB 0 X5 4
1 U T N /e I T R = o S A 1K ()
BT AU B AE R T B T FIR G585 6
WSTE T B A B R0 5% B SO AR &R DL KSR E 57 3 )
At 25t AT BRI X5 WA i 1 B 0 ORI . A X 4y
TAORBSFNA RS 1) Befith b AT (SRR — 2D hie T
PRES: - 5 58 [FH 2o AN A5 i N FE ML . ANt
BT AT i B Ve AR R T A 2 4 T 45 2R 5 3 I 20 fiE
20 80 AEARIH 2 A AR - 25 1) E Sl A &

M | E At HF 3R

GiTR (X W NI PNPES i nld IR P2 S e Y (=
BT GO 1 28R I8 A 35 T 28 O e A ]
WO B 2% 2. B bl R R B 2R R I8 S
AL E TR AT O E AR . B T X573
JIHEES B F ST At S 3R 04 3B 43 S F A %k 20F 0] g
T TIRARIRE . J350 AXTAA -5 AR AR
B B N L 0 A R 2 5 4 LB B 22 ] YOG R AR R B
RS A 6 . BIR TR R A A 4l e 1R
FETH 5T 7 25 LA KA 20 0l 1 S8 1) BTk

(—)HHEFEHOHR

MAETE/R— BB TR R IR R X 4
IR REAT SRS (AR A SRR N H . A FF K&
FMEE—F5 18 3C (Blundell, 1980) s Fl I T = Wk 4%
Ceubie spline) A 43§75 ke 44 10 X1 3 28 % 11 19 B
e PE 45 6 55 30 T AL 25 D3R A HEAH 67 52 B 7R (a quasi-
homothetic expenditure model) J5 , flhifs fili 1 T & %2
HA T 28 3 25 iy R (continuous consumer equivalence
scales), Ff)5 ,7F Deaton(1979a,1979b,1981) B 4% 11
SR A6 48 18 /R 25 (Blundell & Walker, 1982) # g
P55 1 0 (Ramsey Rule) 5836 T 1% 52 B2 19 f5 L Bl
U ZER . HF Deaton & Muellbauer (1980) iy JL 3T ¥
TR (AIDS) , 4 48 1 /K 25 ( Anderson &. Blun-
dell, 1983) fF B — B AT R R GL THEH T 5K 12 i i)
B 37 W Ay & A B (a vector time series model of ex-
penditure shares) . i A 136 FH Y FEI3G m 1. 7l Lhiz
FTHEX PR AR AT 0 R 247 o o MR8 BRI S
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SEAF 9% 1 45 S, A 48 5 /R 25 (Battistin, Blundell &
Lewbel,2009) $5 H [d] 28 & i (households within co-
horts) B 2% 3 H 43 A5 PGSO 53 A 55436 30 X0 H500E 245
34 (lognormal distribution) . i 77N b & F & A
hiE @ (Gibrat's Law) A9 32 55, X 800E & 4 A il
GG SO 43 A T IS G LG R A Ll PR
R LA B 38 2 S H 0 43 A

1E Cragg(1971) \Deaton & Irish(1984)%% AT
R 3 il b A 48 48 /K 4§ (Blundell & Meghir,
19871t THE A Tobit B A 3 Y P 25 —n A [R
PRI AR e SR AR AN I 2 5 97 3h ) 28 AT S U Y
JH T HAR ML 7R G A A 30 0y . Tobit £5% AR 4
B R R A S N AEAS A DL A AR BRSO
FERAS AU FNER 7y FE B AY, 78 4k Ab 2B PR IE 57 To-
bit A5 B (i BE Al L, A5 4 78 /K 55 (Blundell & Smith,
198D & 1 — 24 Ny 7% 485 AU i R S Ak ik, A AT AY
il of 1 57 32 R A A [l AR C limited de-
pendent variable models) , H HB B 37 Probit il Tobit
BRI R 0 o A AT D0 [ Aol 28 TR AN [) A6 Y 414 £k 31 01
G HT R BB G I i T AR AR N AR

A8 18 IR 1 T 5 B 5% A AR B AE R B 11 S IE
. m BB E it EHE. mrem
IR AFAEQ B A T MR E5H A Y (4 W) R 2% 14 RN 2 5D
(Blundell & Bond,1998) — 3¢ v, $& 4L T 1 F £& 1
BTy 1 5k Ak 1 8 1% 22 43 & B AL (the dynamic
error components model) , iX £ 77 3% 9 F >k ok 3 b5
HE)™ L — B 22 3 JA T MERR M . A R TR IR AR S
+ B 1 (Monte Carlo method) ¥ 56 14 3£l |, 38
A B3R 7 Al 1F 1 1976 — 1984 AE[A] 9 [F 140 A~
il A7l b7l Al 95 8h 1 % oK. Griliches &
Mairesse(1998) $5 t . 7E A 5% A5 7™ pR EI B o X F GO0
BHE R AR AR 25 77 LR AR 2 A0 i 45 21 L an
AP RBOA N IR SE A G AR . fife
4/ 4 (Blundell & Bond,2000) F] 2 E 509 % #i
T AL 8 AR [0] PRI & 2 B4 T AR S0 Sk A 1Al A
— 1B #% 37 Hr (Cobb-Douglas) 4= 7= R 2, W1 98 & B,
Bt — B 22 40 Al oE g, 1 SCHELAS T (GMIMD 23 77 A
KEAH BRAEAS 1 I 22 (large finite-sample biases) ,
173X 26 4f 22 19 7 A2 R T 55 1. B F & (weak instru-
ments) , A& 7 /R 4F B B 5C os v LLGE o R 4
GMM i i, FF K 4 B ~F Fa B ) 2% 4 B fn 78 ) 46
S ot ok S /N i 2% L SR R 25 SR E W] Tl
WA R, A A8 18 /K % (Blundell & Power,
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2004) pir it P S BE A J7 125, 5 IB 3] T = A (tri-
angular) DA K 5¢ 4 [a] 25 = 3 i) w455 AU (fully sim-
ultaneous binary response models) B PN A= 4, iZ J7
Bl A Al T 55 3 i 3% 2 5 1) iy e AR08 .
R BoR SR ROR B K5I 3] 2 09 5 0
fli 1% (attenuation bias) . FH T &t = T8 AR £ 5 . 17 18
8% %5 (Blundell, Low & Preston, 2008) % H Ug A
FTH %% 7Y B 42 b R B4 (repeated cross-section
data) e e A XU 3 fifk o 7K K FIRT I T 26 L 4 1 1 —
AT RUGE ke P Ak T 2l 4G R AL AR L O A Bh A BE L
1) B3 AR (dynamic stochastic simulation) #£47 T 4
5, A5 SR WY % A AR R AR 3 Al B LA X
W A T HE

AR R 1Y T 09 B AE — e A Fhe iy it
R TECHAT N A= i B 72 S5 1 80 20 o2 2 Il A A
7y (Blundell & Powell, 2007) — 3C {1, 75 /£ i /R &
PEAE T — A2 S B0y ke Al R S 457 % A AR
B AR 1) 5 0 A R A i B N AR L O BRI
R T HAS g B AR . A ATER T A A7 S G
Ak T T Ah 38 4 B T AR RRE A TR AR R 1 4 LA
XL T 5 A G B B, A A ZK (Blundell,
2002) 7 FF K AFAE 2y 25 Bt FAS R0 S5 5 1 1 3
3 80mE A A (dynamics in count data models) fE
I, A ISR AE {5 B (pre-sample information) J5
Bk T HoA uy & P 28 &7 (predetermined covari-
ates) THECTH AR AL B A 113808 IR 82 Hh T8 XT3 A8
AT A 540 ) e Pk B B AL . b A A 5 Bk 1 HH 21 43 B
5 L RURIBE & 32t Z [ OC 3R, 4 R R i Al
HHE 2299 77 1 (quasi-differencing approach) & i 8
i X — S5 5 SRR 5 2 R A 2R — B

(D)X HE BB R

Br T ERBESE Z A0 A R R AR R R
ONCIE AP IS i B d /N i S | Bl 1 & B
S — T BTG N A S [ B A 2 RO 28 5 2 1 F
HERZ—.

o [E B Uk R 2 HOE R R R R RS
P . A X AE (No qualifications) ., O 7K - (O-
level) \A K (A-level) P K 5 % 2 & (Higher edu-
cation) , £ {8 /K % (Blundell, Dearden, Goodman
& Reed, 1997) X 3 [6 53 1 F1 Zx P76 A 6] 47l 1 2
H IR FAT TR SR BRSO B B
FAWE AU T EOE R R L T] 5 > HoAb
BREy MR 2 S AR 2, WA DL 2E I AR Ry 40 4 B AR 3



(2533502016 F% 3 B

RN AT T X o e o Al o o T K S |
A 106 ~13% M B HE 500 ~8%0 . L MW i &
F B R Alevel 1)Lt H A [F 22 07 5
PRI AR, R, B 208 A5 B S 2o
HE RS T B, i s A E K5 R
AFERK B EE iR A {8 #8 /K 2F (Blundell, Dear-
den, Meghir & Sianesi,1999)715 ) T kM A B & #
PR &S = W s O - =N T E LRSS
. A A8 15 /R 25 (Blundell, Dearden, Goodman &
Reed,2000) fF 52 1 3 [ =y 25 0/ 76 < 0 09 1l 4z .
FEAJEAE 1991 422 T m S8 H 80 A K1y
Yo [E BRI LM AR R AS R AT O S A AR A —
HRTE 33 A HIHEZ T S EHF WEA N, —41 2
33 BRI T — P EAN AKTERE AR EZ
FMEYUETHREARTES S M EUT AN,
EE TP i B U e v X VAV | R = e DAL=
B IR AR T 3R A 2 22 A ) 1T 3 . HL e 345 2R
F o XA A AR A AT A AR B 0 5
“JEART IR 21 % Ltk 39% . R T il At AR
O HCH RS AT TR T SRR
T3 HB DX AR A KBRS L N FARRIE AL AR
) A8 4, SXREAR T A 140 58 Lo s A b, B2y
172 29k 37 %0, AR 2 Rl 7 45 i 17 HC Al P R
Je e AR B R S AR B R A ST AR
PR T S R S5 R T LR S BB KT
J5 Y LBE 22 BRI TAE ARG A K J5 19 L% 25005 K
W S E RS B T Z AR R E
5 MR IR T BT Z ) A 6 & s A N R A E
TR 2 M S A WARIRTE 21 Z B 21 % B
R T AR TR B T 4 v 5 R AR /N T 21 %
BB % G 25 3 7T LL 2 UL Blundell, Dear-
den &. Sianesi,2005). WK, FRBFSE 45 R X T #
B ECR M E A —E RS .

TEWF ST Il 1Y 2o 72 vp A6 A8 18R S5 78 U7
W B —E R AT B T AN R B9 7 R
SEEFIBR IS P AL (1) W B/ 3Rk (UL HC v L i 2
A VA AN T AR 59 (TVs) 3 DY K38 3k feff FH 104 Al 11 7
2z T [RARE A5  OF i AE — A 36 6] 9 20 A HE 22
W T e 1 A S s a5 AT e, (i
Xof A Al A7k SR B4R XS DR /0 o 1K PRI BT 1 A T] 1 500 5
SR B A NS G . (3) B F 0 48
kA T 1958 4 AR B REAR ROk B 3 B 4
L & I8 A (NCDS) S0 15 84 ok A H F 5

M HAMRE . () HOF I S B 8 A7 72 A5 A 7T
A4 M LB B i) Dt DU R R AT B 4 AH R 1 208 % 1
ANTR] A AR BRI A AT AT AN [ At AT G 3 o 4
(0 57 PR TG 18 A 7E AR AR 8 2 I 4 E IR A /R T4 A
CRL LI F0AS AU 1) S5 BTk, O B AE O o v
i F 1Y) 38 %2 22 IR Ak B A AU (sequential multiple-treat-
ment model) I H & & U H 0] 4z 7] & (44 BF 5%, KRy 2
H#E FRE KA = R, AR AEX T 57
JE PR B 56 1 DA R AE W5 rh X T S B 1 % A A AR
K WIBIF ST TN 58 35, 458 T HAA UL T
ERCRE:

g5 BRIk AT AR R IR X T 28 3% 2R S BTk
AR IF S b I S AT R A T AR L AR
F B A DT TR o AR 2 R R R M HE B 1 R S
SE IR T

T 5 78 57 3 ) ik s iIF 5 AT A A8 7K Y BF
FXN TG AT R RS 75 9EM.
M A ALAR 47 b 45 7R 1 97 3 J1 09 B 25 D oKk T B i
TF 28 0 T H R 58 38 A0 OC 1Y B8 43t , I X 26 T
H IR VA B S B 28 5% B . HU L AR 1 A BF S Y
Bl b A AR TR R S5 IF & 1) QUAIDS A I 9%
o VT S R AR AL TR A T 1w o () IS At B AT 5 AL
TH PP S TR A . FRIR AR T T R
T 28 5% 2 1Y i 5 vk R 4 3l AH OC i BEe F 5T L W)
SO TOUE RSB 2R AT T 40 B0y 43 d Ol i = 7
A AT X S K s o 53 A X 2E AT S
B ST A AT BT AN . R A XS T ) Y A SN
ACA Jry R AE 38 2 T 1 ERs 388 A 5 5 52 R B 5
AALHES ARk, M REAEEEFERNS
I A J O TR B AR ), 45, OC T SR EE
WA 2 M 57 3l D3 Ak 25 22 TH) OG R B IF 5T L IR AT
ZE 1 I T B B W B G ] 5 me S 4K 55 3 g 1 25
DR LSS

FARAASTEIR B BF I 2+ 3 )3z JF BAEAH
RSB I AR A T AR LR DAt H R Y AR DL KR R
M SORE L T il S AR 2 WF 58 07 0] B8 T 95 g 48
Ur o i EE AR TR THES) T AR O7 sh & o
SRR, OE Qi fE E 57 3 W 5T i #7441 R
2012 4R TZA 55 sh & U5 7 X iy WU RE i 3k - “ A AE 1
IR BARAENE B IAR 57 3 I 4k 25 B8 K A OC B3R A
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